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above all things most important not to wreck the project,
and before long they began to confine their suggested amend-
ments to matters which did not affect the main principles.
The central plan of divided responsibility or " dyarchy " as it
is called in India, came in for little criticism ; indeed the
Moderates had small objection to the principal provisions of the
Scheme, merely desiring to carry it further in certain direc-
tions. They were anxious that the principle of responsibility
should be introduced into the Government of India, without
quite realising the practical difficulties involved. They desired
to see Indians appointed to half the number of seats on the
Viceroy's Executive Council. In the sphere of local govern-
ment they rather disliked the power which would fall to the
Governor ; they feared the Budget arrangements and the possible
starvation of transferred subjects ; they also disliked the Grand
Committee procedure. Biit on the whole they were prepared
to accord to the scheme a hearty measure of support.
The Moderates' position was considerably strengthened at this
time by the publication of the report of
The Sedition Committee.   ^ ^^ Committee pregided oyer
by Mr. Justice Rowlatt. This Committee had been appointed,
amongst other reasons, out of a desire to satisfy public opinion
in India and elsewhere, certain sections of which had assumed
that the internments under the Defence of India Act had
not always been based on sufficient evidence. Assurances to the
contrary having failed to shake this belief, the Government of
India decided in December 1917 to appoint an extremely autho-
ritative Committee to investigate in the fullest possible manner
all the evidence bearing upon the sedition movement in India.
The personnel of this Committee included a Judge of the
Supreme Court of Judicature in England : the Chief Justice
of Bombay: an Indian High Court Judge from Madras:
a non-official Indian lawyer of high standing : and an experi-
enced member of the Indian Civil Service. The unanimous
report which they produced was a complete justification of
the action of Government. It proved that the ordinary pro-
visions of kw were entirely unsuitable for a situation such as
Government had been called upon to face in India at the begin-